THE ZOOLOGIST. 


THIRD SERIES. 


Vou. XVII.) JULY, 1893. [No. 199. 


A CATALOGUE OF LOCAL LISTS OF BRITISH MAMMALS, . 


REPTILES, & FISHES, ARRANGED UNDER COUNTIES. : 
By Curisty, F.L.S. 
(Continued from p. 216.) 


REPTILES. 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 


BEDFORDSHIRE. 


Davis, Frepertck.— Reptiles, &c., of the Neighbourhood [of 
Luton}. In his History of Luton, pp. 198-199. Luton, dy. 
8vo, 1855. (Enumerates 8 species only.) | 
Miter, 8. H., & S. B. J. Sxerrcuty.—[The Reptiles of the 
Fenland.}] In their Fenland, Past & Present, pp. 8883390. 
Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good list ;-enumerates 
10 species.) 


CAMBRIDGESHIRE. 


Mitter, 8. H., & S. B. J. Skerrcuty.— [The Reptiles of the 
Fenland.|} In their Fenland, Past & Present, pp. 388-390. 
Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good list; enumerates 
10 species.) 

JENYNsS [now BLomEFIELD], Rev. Leonarpv.—A List of Reptiles 
found in Cambridgeshire. In Trans. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 
vol. iii, pp. 877-881. Cambridge, dy. 4to, 1880. (A valuable 
list ; enumerates 10 species.) 


CARNARVONSHIRE. 


IncupatpD, Peter.— [The Reptiles of Llandudno & District. | 
In Williams’s Complete Guide to Llandudno [&c.], pp. 241-242. 
Llandudno, 8vo, 1860. (Enumerates 13 species.) 
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CHESHIRE. 


Lerten, Coas.— [The Reptiles of Cheshire. In his Natural 
History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derbyshire, pp. 
147-157. Oxford, feap. fol., 1700. (An unsatisfactory list, in 
which insects are included.) 

CORNWALL. 


Boruask, Rev. Wa., F.R. [The Reptiles of Cornwall.| In 
his Natural History of Cornwall, pp. 282-285. Oxford, feap. 
fo., 1785. (Enumerates six species, including the Seal ! 
rAnon: ]-- Reptiles of Cornwall.)} Monthly Magazine, 
vol. xxvi, p. 528. London, dy. 8vo, 1808. (Enumerates 10 
species.) 

- Coven, JonatHan.— The Reptiles [of Cornwall.} In his 
Cornish Fauna; being a Compendium of the Natural History of 
the County, pp. 80-31. ‘Truro, dy. 8vo, 1838. (Enumerates 
11 species; for 2nd ed., see under Thomas Cornish, Truro, 
dy. 8vo, 1877.) 

Cocks, W. P.— [The Reptiles of the Falmouth District. ] 
Naturalist (Morris’s), vol. ii, p. 16. London, roy. 8vo, 1851. 
Buuuiwore, W. K., M.D.— |The Reptiles of Cornwall.] In his 
Cornish Fauna; a Short Account of all the Animals found in 
the County, p. 46. Truro, dy. 8vo, 1867. (Enumerates 10 
species. ) 

Cornisp, THomas.—([The Reptiles of Cornwall.) Jonathan 
Couch’s Cornish Fauna [q.v.}; revised by Thomas Cornish. 
The Journal of the Royal Institution of Cornwall, vol. xix, pp. 

_ 425-427. ‘Truro, dy. 8vo, 1877. (A good list ; published 
separately, with new title-page, 1878 ; enumerates 10 species.) 
Trecettes, G. F'.—[The Reptiles of West Cornwall & the 
Scilly Islands.} In E. Whitfield Crofts’ J’ouwrists’ Companion to 
West Cornwall & the Scilly Islands, p. 80. London, cr. 8vo, 
1887. 

CUMBERLAND. 


Heysuam, Dr. Joun. —[{The Reptiles of Cumberland.} In 
_ Wm. Hutchinson’s History of the County of Cumberland, vol. i, 

p. 23. Carlisle & London, 2 vols. .» dy. 4to, 1794. (A good 

list; enumerates 9 species.) 

Macpuerson, Rev. H. A.— [The Reptiles of Cumberland.}] In 

his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland, pp. 461-465. Edinburgh, 
_ dy. 8vo, 1892. (A good list ; enumerates 9 species.) 
DERBYSHIRE. 


Leicu, CuarLes.— [The Reptiles of Derbyshire.) In his Natural 
History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derbyshire, pp- 
147-157. Oxford, feap. fo., 1700. (An unsatisfactory list, in 
which insects are ‘included.) 
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Giover, Reptiles of Derbyshire.] In his 
History & Gazetteer of the County of Derby, vol. i, pp. 158-154. 
Derby, 2 vols., dy. 4to, 1831. (Hnumerates 8 species.) 


DEVONSHIRE. 


PotwHeLE, Rev. R.—(The Reptiles of Devonshire.} In his 
History of Devonshire, vol. i, pp. 124-125. Exeter & London, 
dy. fol., 1797. (An excellent list for the period; enumerates 
7 species.) 

[Anon.!—[The Reptiles of Devonshire.} Monthly Magazine, 
vol. xxvi, p. 528. London, dy. 8vo, 1808. (Enumerates 10 
species.) 

Turton, W., & J. F. Kinaston.—{The Reptiles of the Teign- 
mouth District.} In their Natural History of the District 
‘around Teignmouth}, 3 pp. Teignmouth, feap. 8vo, n.d. 
(1830. 

Betiamy, J. C.—List of the Amphibia of South Devon. In 
his Natural History of South Deron, p. 236. Plymouth and 
London, post 8vo, 1839. (Enumerates 10 species.) 

Rowr, J. Brooxinc.—The Reptiles & Amphibians of Devon. 
In his Catalogue of the Mammals, Birds, Reptiles & Amphilians 
of Devon, pp. 47-50. London & Plymouth, dy. 8vo, 1863. 
(A good list; enumerates 12 species.) 

Parrirt, E.—[The Reptiles of Devonshire.|} T'rans. Devonsh. 


Assoc., vol. ix, pp. 236-242. Plymouth, dy. 8vo, 1877. (An 
excellent list; enumerates 15 species.) 


DORSETSHIRE. 


Date, J. C.—Catalogue of the .... Reptiles found in Dorset- 
shire. The- Naturalist (Neville Wood’s), vol. ii, pp. 182-183. 
London, roy. 8vo, 1837. (Enumerates 7 species.) 

Date, C. W.—(The Reptiles of Glanville’s Wootton.] In his 


History of Glanville’s Wootton, pp. 87-38. London, cr. 8vo, 
1878. (Knumerates 8 species.) 


DURHAM. 


Lezour, Prof. G. A.— (The Reptiles of Durham.] In his Out- 
lines of the Geology of Northumberland & Durham, p. 158. 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, cr. 8vo, 1886. (Enumerates 6 species.) 


ESSEX. | 


Buxton, E. N.—[The Reptiles of Epping Forest.} In his 
Epping Forest, p. 88. London, med. 8vo, 1884. (Enumerates 
only 8 species; also in the 2nd ed., p. 80, London, feap. 8vo, 
1885; and in the 8rd ed., 1890.) 


Laver, Henry.—The Reptiles of Essex.. To form part of his 
Vertebrate Fauna of Essex. (In preparation.) 
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GLAMORGANSHIRE. 


Procer, T. W.—List of . . . Reptilia occurring in the Neigh- 
bourhood of Cardiff. Handbook for Cardiff & District, prepared 
for the use of the British Association, pp. 152-153. Cardiff, 8vo, 
1891. (Knumerates 10 species.) 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 


Cuas. A.—[The Reptiles of Gloucestershire.| In 
Witchell & Strugnell’s Fauna & Flora of Gloucestershire, pp. 
124-148. Stroud, roy. 8vo, 1892. (A good list; enumerates 
species.) 

HAMPSHIRE. (See also Wieut, oF.) 


Be.tu, THos.—Reptilia and Amphibia found at Selborne. In 
his edition of White's Natural History and Antiquities of 
Selborne, vol. ii, p. 8366. London, roy. 8vo, 1877. (Enumerates 
10 species.) | 

Havinann,~W. A.— [The Reptiles of the Winchester District. ] 
The Fifth Report of the Winchester College Natural History 
Society, p. 119. Winchester, dy. 8vo, 1881. (Enumerates 
8 species.) 

HEREFORDSHIRE. 


Linewoop, R. M.—[The Reptiles of a Part of Herefordshire.| 
Ann. Nat. Hist., vol. v, pp. 187-188. London, dy. 8vo, 1840. 
(Enumerates 8 species.) 

HUNTINGDONSHIRE. 


Miter, 8. H., & 8. B. J. Skertcnuty.—[The Reptiles of the 
Fenland.| In their Fenland, Past & Present, pp. 888-390. 
pp. 388-390. Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good 
list ; enumerates 10 species.) 


KENT. 


Boys, Wu.—(The Reptiles of Sandwich & its Neighbour- 
hood.) In his Collections for an History of Sandwich, p. 854. 
Canterbury, dy. 4to, 1792. (Enumerates 8 species without 
comments.) | 

LANCASHIRE. 


LeicH, Coas.— [The Reptiles of Lancashire.} In his Natural 
History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derbyshire, pp. — 
147-157. Oxford, feap. fo., 1700. (An unsatisfactory list, in 
which insects are mixed up.) 

Byer.ey, Isaac.— {The Reptiles of Liverpool.} In his Fauna 
of Liverpool, pp. 24-25. London & Liverpool, 8vo, 1856. 
(Knumerates 11 species.) | 
McNicuoiit, D. H.—The Reptiles & Amphibia of Southport. 
In his Handbook for Southport, 2nd ed., pp. 97-101. London, 
cr. 8vo, 1861. (Knumerates 7 species; 1st ed. not seen.) 
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‘Anon.} — [List of Reptiles found round Bury]. Report of the 
Bury Nat. Hist. Soc., 1868-71, pp. 49-51. Bury, 8vo, 1872. 
Macpuerson, Rev. H. A.—([The Reptiles of Lancashire north 
of the Sands.} In his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland, pp. 461- 
465. Edinburgh, dy. 8vo, 1892. - (A good list.) 

LEICESTERSHIRE. 
BrownE, Montacu.—[The Reptiles of Leicestershire.| Zoolo- 
gist, 8rd series, vol. xi, pp. 57-59. London, dy. 8vo, 1887. 
(Enumerates 9 species.) 
Browne, Montacu.-—The Reptiles of Leicestershire & Rutland. 
In his Vertebrate Animals of Leicestershire & Rutland, pp. 173- 
182. Birmingham & Leicester, cr. 4to, 1889. (A good list, 
but includes fossil species.) 

LINCOLNSHIRE. 
Miuuer, 8. H., & B. J. Skerrcuty.—{The Reptiles of the 
Fenland.} In their Fenland, Past & Present, pp. 388-390. 
Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good list; enumerates 
10 species.) 

MAN, ISLE OF. , 
Forbes, E.— {The Reptiles of the Isle of Man.) In Quiggin’s 
Illustrated Guide . . . to the Isle of Man, 2nd ed., p. 40. 
Douglas, imp. 16mo, 1839. | 
Kermopvg, P. M. C.—Reptiles [of the Isle of Man.| Zoologist, 
3rd series, vol. xvii, pp. 64-65. London, dy. 8vo, 1893. 
(Enumerates only two indigenous species of lizard.) 

NORFOLK. 
Pacet, C. J. & J.—([The Reptiles of the Yarmouth District. ] 
In their Sketch of the Natural History of Yarmouth c its Neigh- 
bourhood, p.14. London, dy. 8vo, 1834. (Enumerates 10 
species.) 
Lowneg, B. T.— [The Reptiles of the Yarmouth District.) In 
his Popular Natural History of Great Yarmouth & its Neigh- 
bourhood, pp. 80 &55. Yarmouth, London, & Norwich, cr. 8vo, 
1863. (Enumerates 9 species.) | 
Hunt, A. Le1gu.—[The Reptiles of Thetford.} In his Capital 
of the Ancient Kingdom of East Anglia, pp. 238-239. London, 
dy. 8vo, 1870. (An unimportant list; see J’rans. Norf. & Norw. 
Nat. Soc., vol. i, pp. 88-87.) , 
SOUTHWELL, THos.—[The Reptiles of Norfolk.) Trans. Norf. 
and Norw. Nat. Soc., vol.i, pp. 81-82. Norwich, dy. 8vo, 1874, 
(Enumerates 10 species.) 
Miturr, 8. H., & 8. B. J. Sxertcuty.—[The Reptiles of the 
Fenland.] In their Fenland, Past &€ Present, pp. 888-890. 
Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good list; enumerates 
10 species.) 
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NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 


Morton, Rev. Joun.—[The Reptiles of Northamptonshire.) In 

his Natural History of Northamptonshire, pp. 489-442. London, 

feap. fo., 1712. (Enumerates 9 species.) 
NORTHUMBERLAND. 


Wauus, Jonn.— [The Reptiles of Northumberland.} In his 
Natural History of Northumberland, pp. 371-372. London, 
2 vols., dy. 4to, 1769. (Enumerates only 4 species.) 
Macxenziz, E.— [The Reptiles of Northumberland.} In his 
View of the County of Northumberland, vol. i, p. 167. New- 
castle-on-Tyne, 2 vols., dy. 8vo, 1811. (Knumerates 3 species 
only.) 

Sexsy, P. J.—[The Reptiles of Twizel.}] In Mag. of Zool. and 
Bot., vol. ii, p. 897. Edinb., Lond., & Dublin, dy. 8vo, 1837. 
(Enumerates 7 species.) 

Emsxeton, Rosert C.—{The Reptiles of the Alnwick District] 
In Geo. Tate’s History of . . . Alnwick, vol. ii, p.488. Alnwick, 
dy. 8vo, 1868-69. (Enumerates 7 species.) 


Lesour, Prof. G. A.— {The Reptiles of Northumberland.| In 

his Outlines of the Geology of Northumberland & Durham, p. 158. 

Newcastle-on-Tyne, cr. 8vo, 1886. (Enumerates 6 species.) 
OXFORDSHIRE. | 


BrEs.ey, ALFRED.— |The Reptiles of the Banbury District.] In 
his History of Banbury, p.604. London, dy. 8vo, n. d. [1841]. 
(Enumerates 8 species.) 

RUTLANDSHIRE. 


Browne, Montacu.—The Reptiles of Leicestershire and Rut- 
land. In his Vertebrate Animals of Leicestershire & Rutland, 
pp. 178-182. Birmingham & Leicester, cr. 4to, 1889. (A 
good list, but includes fossil species.) 

SHROPSHIRE. 


Eyton, T. C.—[The Reptiles} of Shropshire & North Wales. 
Mag. of Zool. & Bot., vol. iii, p. 24. London, dy. 8vo, 1839. 
(Enumerates 10 species.) 

SOMERSETSHIRE. 


Baker, W.—Reptiles [of Somersetshire.] Proceedings Somer- 
setshire Archeological d& Natural History Society, 1849-50, pp. 
147-148, ¢ for 1851, pp. 116-122. Taunton & London, dy. 
8vo, 1851-52. (A good list; enumerates 12 species.) 
Compton, THEoporeE.— [The Reptiles of the Winscombe Dis- 
trict.| In his Winscombe Sketches, 2nd ed. London, cr. 8vo, 
n.d. (? 1882]. (Also in his Mendip Valley, pp. 183-184, an 
' enlarged edition of the same work, London and Swindon, 


dy. 8vo, 1892.) 


LOCAL LISTS OF REPTILES. 247 


STAFFORDSHIRE. 


Piotr, Ronr.—([The Reptiles of Staffordshire. In his Natural 
= ‘y of Staffordshire, pp. 246-252. Oxford, feap. fo., 1686. 
Pitt, iles [of Staffordshire]. In his 7’ opogrephical 
History of Staffordshire, [Appendix], pp. 158-159. Newcastle- 
under-Lyme, dy. 8vo, 1817: numerates 8 species.) 

Garner, Rospt.—Reptiles [of Staffordshire.) In his Natural 
History of the County of Stafford, pp. London, dy. 
8vo, 1844. (Enumerates 9 species.) 
Brown, Epwin.—([The Reptiles of the Burton-on-Trent 
trict.] In Sir Oswald Mosley’s Natural History of Tutbury, pp. 
111-114. London, roy. 8vo, 1863. (Enumerates 9 species.) 
Mostey, Sir Oswatp, Bart.—-Reptiles (of the Tutbury District. | 
In his Natural History of Tutbury, pp. 59-63. London, roy. 
8vo, 1863. 

MaseEFIELD, J. R. B.—The Reptiles of Staffordshire. In the 


Reports of the North Staffordshire Naturalist’s Fveld Club. 
1892. (Not seen.) 


SUSSEX. 


CuaMBERS, Gro. I'.— (The Reptiles of the Eastbourne Dis- 
trict.} In his Handbook for Visitors to Eastbourne, p. 89. 
London & Eastbourne, cr. 8vo, 1868. (Enumerates 7 species.) 
Naturat History Socrery, Memsrers or.— |The 
Reptiles of the Kastbourne District.] In their Lists of the 
Local Fauna & Flora, p. 4. [HKastbourne], cr. 8vo, 1873. (A 
list without comment; enumerates 8 species; a previous 
edition, dated 1871, not seen.) 

Weaver, J.—(Reptiles of Harting.] In the Rev. H. D. 
Gordon’s History of Harting, pp. 296-302. London, cr. 8vo, 
1877. (Enumerates 7 species.) 


WALES, NORTH. 
Eyton, T. C.—[The Reptiles} of Shropshire & North Wales. 
Mag. of Zool. & Bot., vol. ili, p. 24. Edinb., Lond., & Dubl., 
dy. 8vo, 1839. (Knumerates 10 species.) 


WESTMORELAND. 


Govucu, THomas.—Reptiles [of the Kendal District.) In Cor- | 
nelius Nicholson's Annals of Kendal, 2nd ed., pp. 810-811. 
London & Kendal, dy. 8vo, 1861. (Enumerates 9 species ; 
the lst ed. did not contain the list.) 

Macpuerson, Rev. H. A.—[The Reptiles of Westmoreland. | 
In his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland, pp. 461-465. Edinburgh, 
dy. 8vo, 1892. (A good list; enumerates 9 species). | 
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WIGHT, ISLE OF. 


Warner, Rev. Ricuarp.— [The Reptiles of the Isle of Wight.) 
In his History of the Isle of Wight, pp. 206-209. Southampton 
and London, dy. 8vo, 1795. 
Bury, Rey. C. A.—Notes on the Reptiles of the Isle of Wight, 
Zovlogist, vol. ili, pp. 1027-1033. London, dy. 8vo, 1845. 
(Enumerates 8 species.) 
Martin, G. A.—[The Reptiles of the Undercliff.| In his 
Undercliff of the Isle of Wight, pp. 2038-208. London, post 8vo, 
1849. 
Mors, A. G.—Reptiles {of the Isle of Wight.] In the Rev. 
K. Venables’ Guide to the Isle of Wight, pp. 487-489. London, 
feap. 8vo, 1860. (Enumerates 9 species.) 

WILTSHIRE. 


Maton, Gro., M.D.— [The Reptiles of the Salisbury District. ] 
In his Natural History of a Part of the County of Wilts, p. 69. 
London, dy. 8vo, 1843. (Very incomplete; enumerates 4 
species only. 

AuBrREY, Joun.— [The Reptiles of Wiltshire.) In his Natural 
History of Wiltshire; written between 1656 & 1691; edited by 
John Britton, p.66. London, dy. 4to, 1847. (A meagre list.) 

WORCESTERSHIRE. 


Hastines, Cuas., M.D.— ‘The Reptiles of In 
his Illustrations of the Natural History of Worcestershire, pp. 
72-73. London & Worcester, dy. 8vo, 1834. (Knumerates 
8 species.) | 

YORKSHIRE. 


Denny, Hy.—Sketch of the {Reptiles} of Leeds and its Vicinity. 
Annals of Nat. Hist., vol. v, p. 392. London, dy. 8vo, 1840. 
(Enumerates 8 species. ) 
Netrteton, Wu.—([The Reptiles of the Huddersfield District] 
In Chas. P. Hobkirk’s Huddersfield: its History & Natural 
History, 2nd ed., p. 221. Huddersfield & London, er. 8vo, 
1868. (Enumerates 8 species.) 
Rorsuck, W. D.— [The Reptiles of Yorkshire.) In Clarke and 
Roebuck’s Handbook of the Vertebrate Fauna of Yorkshire, pp. 
ix-x, xli, & 91-96. London & Leeds, dy. 8vo, 1881. (An 
excellent list ; enumerates 12 species.) 
CuarkE, W. & W. D. Rorsucx.—([The Reptiles of 
Washburndale.} Naturalist, vol. ix, p. 16. Huddersfield, 
dy. 8vo, 1884. (Enumerates only 3 species.) 


Waite, Enaar R.—[The Reptiles of the Western Ainsty.) 


The Naturalist, 1891, pp. 110-111. London, dy. 8vo, 1891. 
(Enumerates g species.) 
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Woopp, C. H. B.—[The Reptiles of Langstrothdale.| The 
Naturalist, 1891, pp. 138-139. London, dy. 8vo, 1891. 
Cuarke, W. W. D. & Wma. Strorey.— [The 
Reptiles of Upper Nidderdale.} Naturalist, vol. xi, pp. 204- 
205. Huddersfield, dy. 8vo, 1886. (Knumerates only 6 
species.) 
SCOTLAND, 
GENERAL. 


Pennant, W.— (The Reptiles of Scotland.} In the Rev. J. 
Lightfoot’s Flora Scotica, vol. i, pp. 47-49. London, 2 vols., 
dy. 8vo, 1777. (Enumerates 7 species.) 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 

Prof. Reptiles {of Braemar.} In his 
Natural History of Deeside & Braemar, pp. 409-412. London, 
dy. 8vo, 1855. (Knumerates 6 species.) 

ARGYLL. 
Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucktey.—[The Reptiles of 
Argyll & the Inner Hebrides.) In their Vertebrate Fauna of 
Argyll & the Inner Hebrides, pp. 216-218. Edinburgh, feap. 
4to, 1892. (EKnumerates 6 species.) 

CAITHNESS. 

Harviz-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucxtey.—[The Reptiles of 
Caithness.) In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, Caithness, 
and West Cromarty, pp. 247-251. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 1887. 

CROMARTY. 

Harviz-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucxitey.— {The Reptiles of 
West Cromarty.] In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, 
Caithness & West Cromarty, pp. 247-251. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 
1887. 

FORFARSHIRE. 

Don, G.— [The Reptiles of Forfarshire.) In the Rev. J. Head- 
rick’s General View of the Agriculture of ... Forfarshire, 

-p. 460 & App. pp. 44-45. Edinb. & London, dy. 8vo, 1818. 
HEBRIDES. 

Duns, Prof. —{The Reptiles of Lewis.| Proc. Roy. Soc. of 
Edinb., vol. v, p. 619. Edinb., 8vo, 1866. (Knumerates two. 
species.) 
Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucktey.— (The Reptiles of the 
Outer Hebrides.} In their Vertebrate Fauna of the Outer 
Hebrides, pp.170-171. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 1888. (Knume- 
rates only one species—the Blind-worm.) 

INVERNESS. 

_ Duns, Prof. J.—[{The Reptiles of Mid-Lochaber.] Proc. Roy. 
Phys. Soc. of Edinb., vol. vii, p. 169. Edinburgh, dy. 8vo, 
1883. (Enumerates 5 species.) 
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KIRCUDBRIGHT. 


Service, Rost. — Reptiles [of Kireudbright} In Maxwell's 
Guide-book to the Stewartry of Kircudbright, 4th ed., p. 148. 
Castle-Douglas, cr. 8vo, 1884. 

LANARKSHIRE. 
CampsELu, J. M.—('The Reptiles of Clydesdale and the West 
of Scotland.| In A Contribution towards a Complete List of 
the Fauna & Flora of Clydesdale & the West of Scotland, p. 11. 
Glasgow, cr. 8vo, 1876. (Enumerates 8 species.) 

ORKNEY. 


Barry, Rev. G.— [The Reptiles of Orkney.} In his History 
of the Orkney Islands, pp. 298-299. Edinburgh & London, 
dy. 4to, 1805. (Enumerates two species only; reprinted 
verbatim in the 2nd ed., London, dy. 4to, 1808, pp. 305-306 ; 
also in the 3rd ed., Kirkwall, cr. 8vo, 1867, pp. 291-292.) 
Low, Rev. Gzo.—(The Reptiles of Orkney.}] In his Fauna 
Orcadensis, pp. 153-156. Edinburgh, dy. 4to, 1813. (Knu- 
merates two species.) 
Bucktey, T. E., & J. A. Harvie-Brown.— (|The Reptiles of the 
Orkney Islands.} In their Vertebrate Fauna of the Orkney 
Islands, p. 265. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 1891. (EKnumerates 
two species only.) 

PEEBLESSHIRE, 
(Nem., Parrick.})—([The Reptiles of Tweeddale.; In the 
Works of Alexander Pennecutk, Esq., p.107. Edinburgh, &c., 
dy. 8vo, 1815. (Enumerates 5 species.) 
CuampBers, W.—|'The Reptiles of Peeblesshire. | In his History 
of Peeblesshire, p. 528. Edinburgh & London, roy. 8vo, 1864. 
(Enumerates 6 species only.) 

hKOSS-SHIRE. 
Dixon, J. H.—[The Reptiles of Gairloch.} In his Gairloch, 
c., p. 283. Edinburgh, dy. 8vo, 1886. 

SHETLAND. 


Low, Rev. Gzo.— [The Reptiles of Shetland.| In his Fauna 
Orcadensis, pp. 153-156. Kdinburgh, dy. 4to, 1813. (Enu- 
merates two species.) 

SUTHERLANDSHIRE, 


Auston, R., & J. A. Harvir-Brown.—On the Mammals 
and Reptiles of Sutherland, Proc. Nat. Hist. Soc. of Glasyow, 
vol. li, pp. 147-149. Glasgow, dy. 8vo, 1876. (Knumerates 
8 species.) 

Buckuey, T. E., & J. A. Harvir-Brown.—[The Reptiles of 
Sutherlandshire. } In St. John’s Jour in Sutherlandshire, 2nd 
ed., vol. li, pp. 329-330. Kdinburgh, cr. 8vo, 1884. (An 
admirable list ; enumerates 8 species.) 
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Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucktry.—{The Reptiles of 
Sutherland.| In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, Caith- 
ness, «& West Cromarty, pp. 247-251. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 
1887. 


IRELAND. 
GENERAL. 


Ropt.— |The Reptiles of lreland.] Mag. of Nat. 


Hist., new series, vol. i, p. 408. London, dy. 8vo, 1837. 
(Hnumerates 5 species.) 


THompson, Wu.— [The Reptiles of Ireland.) In his Report on 
the Fauna of Ireland in the Report of the British Association for 


1840, pp. 383-384 & 406. London, dy. 8vo, 1841. Knu- 
merates 8 species.) 


THompson, Wu.— [The Reptiles of Ireland.) In his Natural 


History of Ireland, vol. iv, pp. 61-68. London, dy. 8vo, 1856. 
(An excellent list.) 


ANTRIM. 
Beutrast Natourauists’ Cius, MempBers or. — [The 


Reptiles of the Belfast District.; Im their Guide to Belfast 


and the Adjacent Counties, pp. 104-105. Belfast, fcap. 8vo, 
1874. 


CORK. 
- Harvey, Dr. J. R.—[The Reptiles of the County of Cork.| In 


his Contributions towards a Fauna «& Flora of the County of 


Cork, p. 17. London & Cork, dy. 8vo, 1845. (Knumerates 
2 species only.) 


DOWN. | 
Bextrast Naturauists’ Fretp Cius, Mempers or. — [The 


Reptiles of the Belfast District.) In their Guide to Belfast 


and the Adjacent Counties, pp. 104-105. Belfast, fcap. 8vo, 
1874. 


WEXFORD. 
Barrett-Hamittron, G. E. H.—The Reptiles of the County 


Wexford. ‘To form part of his launa and Flora of the County 
Weaford. (In preparation.) 


In reviewing the Catalogue of Local Lists of Reptiles, we 
observe that England is again pretty well covered. Some of the 
counties have been done with fair thoroughness, but Berkshire, 
Buckinghamshire, Hertfordshire, Middlesex, Monmouthshire, 
Nottinghamshire, Suffolk, Surrey, and Warwickshire do not 
appear at. all in the list, while many others have been very 
imperfectly studied. As regards Wales, much remains to be 
done, as Carnarvonshire and Glamorganshire are the only 
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counties appearing in the Catalogue. The Reptiles of a few 
Scottish districts have been very thoroughly catalogued, chiefly 
by Messrs. Harvie-Brown and Buckley; but, as regards the 
country as a whole, very much remains to be done, as only a 
small number of Scottish counties appear at all in the list. As 
regards lreland, the Lists of Reptiles are, as might have been 
expected, extremely meagre, only six lists appearing in the 
Catalogue. 


FISHES. 


ENGLAND AND WALES. 


BEDFORDSHIRE. 
Davis, FRepertck.—Fishes of the Neighbourhood [of Luton]. 
In his History of Luton, pp. 199-200. Luton, dy. 8vo, 1855. 
(Enumerates 19 species.) 
Miter, 8. H., & B. J. Skerrounty.— [The Fishes of the 
Fenland.|) In their Fenland, Past & Present, pp. 891-400. 
Wisbeach & London, roy. 8vo, 1878. (A good list; largely 
extracted from Dr. John Lowe’s article on the Fishes of Nor- 
folk, q.v., in Trans. Norf. & Norw. Nat. Soc., vol. i, pt. v, 
pp. 21-56, and vol. ili, pp. 677-682). 

CAMBRIDGESHIRE. 
Mitter, 8. H., & §. B. J. Skertcuty.—[The Fishes of the 
Fenland.| In their Fenland, Past & Present. See Beprorp- 
SHIRE. 

CHESHIRE. 
Leicu, Cuas.—[The Fishes of Cheshire.| In his Natural 
History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derbyshire, 
pp. 180-147. Oxford, feap. fo., 1700. (A partial list merely, 
including various star-fish, &c.) 


CORNWALL. 


BoruaseE, Rev. Wau.—[The Fishes of Cornwall.) In his 
Natural History of Cornwall, pp. 261-274. Oxford, feap. fo., 
1758. (An extensive list for the period.) 

[Anon.]— [The Fishes of Cornwall.} Monthly Magazine, vol. 

xxvi, pp. 528-529, & vol. xxvii. London, dy. 8vo, 1808 & 1809. 
(An extensive list, but apparently never completed). 
Coucn, JonatHan.— [The Fishes of Cornwall.] In his Cornish 
Fauna; being a Compendium of the Natural History of the 
County, pp. 81-63. ‘Truro, dy. 8vo, 1838. (A good and 
extensive list; for 2nd ed., see under Cornish (Thos.). 
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Cocks, W. P.—[The Fishes of the Falmouth District.) Natu- 
ralist (Morris’s), vol. ii, pp. 16-18, 30-32, & 106. London, 
roy. 8vo, 1852. 


Buutumore, W. K.— [The Fishes of Cornwall.} In his Cornish 
Fauna: a short Account of all the Animals found in the County, - 
pp. 47-60. Truro, dy. 8vo, 1867. (An extensive list.) 


CornisH, Fishes of Cornwall.| In Couch’s 
Cornish Fauna; corrected and revised by Thomas Cornish. 
Journal of the Royal Institution of Cornwall, no. xix, pp. 428- 
wy Truro, dy. 8vo, 1877. (An extensive and valuable 
ist.) 

Trecetues, G. F.—{The Fishes of West Cornwall and the 
Isles of Scilly.) In E. Whitfield Crofts’ T’owrists’ Companion 
to West Cornwall & the Scilly Islands, p. 30. London, cr. 8vo, 
1887. 


CUMBERLAND. 
Heysnam, Dr. Jonn.—[The Fishes of Cumberland.} In Wm. 
Hutchinson’s History of the County of Cumberland, pp. 24-33. 
Carlisle & London, 2 vols., dy. 4to, 1794. (A good list for the 
period ; enumerates 76 species.) , 
Macpnerson, Rev. H. A.— [The Fishes of Cumberland.} In 
his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland, pp. 466-526. Edinburgh, 
dy. 8vo, 1892. (An excellent list; enumerates 97 species.) 


DERBYSHIRE. 


Cuas.—[The Fishes of the Peak District.) In his 
Natural History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derby- 
shire. See CHESHIRE. 


Grover, StepHen.—{The Fishes of Derbyshire.] In his 
History & Gazetteer of the County of Derby, vol. i, pp. 148-153. 
Derby, 2 vols., dy. 4to, 1831. (A fair list.) 


DEVONSHIRE. 


Rev. R.—[The Fishes of Devonshire.} In his 
History of Devonshire, vol. i, pp. 118-121. Exeter & London, 
dy. fol., 1797. (An excellent list for the period, but includes 
the Cetacea, some molluscs, &c.) 


([Anon.]—({The Fishes of Devonshire.} Monthly Magazine, 
vol, xxvi, pp. 528-529, & vol. xxvii. See CornwauL. 


Turton, W., & J. F. Kinaston.— [The Fishes of Devonshire. | 
In their Natural History of the District |around Teignmouth. 
8 pp.| Teignmouth, feap. 8vo, n.d. (1830). 

Betuamy, J. C.—Catalogue of Fishes . . . of South Devon. 
In his Natural History of South Devon, pp. 237-245. Plymouth 
and London, post 8vo, 1839. (A careful and detailed list.) 
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Parritt, E.—{The Fishes of Devonshire.} Trans. Devonsh. 
Assoc., vol. vii, pp. 106-149. Plymouth, dy. 8vo, 1875. (An 
excellent list ; enumerates 178 species.) 


DORSETSHIRE. 
Date, C. W.—/[The Fishes of Glanville’s Wootton.} In his 


History of Glanville’s Wootton. London, er. 8vo, 1878. 
(Enumerates 11 species.) 


DURHAM. 


Suarp, Sir Curnpert.—Fishes caught on the Hartlepool Coast. 
In his History of Hartlepool, app. p. xviii. Durham, med. 8vo, 
1816. (An incomplete list; also in the 2nd edition; Hartle- 
pool, med. 8vo, 1851, p. xviil.) 

Hoae, Joun.—Fishes caught in the Tees near Stockton and in 
his Tributary Rivulets. In Brewster’s Parochial History and 
Antiquities of Stockton-upon-Tees, 2nd ed., app. 2, pp. 17-19. 
Stockton & London, roy. 8vo, 1829. (A very imperfect list;— 
enumerates only 19 species; the list did not appear in the 
lst ed., Stockton & London, dy. 4to, 1796.) 

Howss, Ricnarp.—Catalogue of the Fishes of the Rivers of 
Northumberland & Durham, and the adjacent Sea. In Nat. 
Hist. Trans. of Northumberland & Durham, éc., vol. x, pp. 327- 
390. London & Neweastle-upon-Tyne, dy. 8vo0, 1890. (An 
excellent list; enumerates 142 species.) 


ESSEX. 


Laver, Henry. —The Fishes of Essex. To form part of his 
Vertebrate Fauna of Essex. (ln preparation.) 


GLAMORGANSHIRE. 
Dititwyn, L. W.—List of the Rarer Fishes [of Swansea], with 
remarks on some of the more common species. In his 
Materials for a Fauna & Flora of Swansea & Neighbourhood, 
pp. 11-17. Swansea, roy. 8vo, 1848. 
Neaez, J. J.— [The Fishes of the Cardiff District.) Handbook 
for Cardiff and District, prepared for the use of the British 
Association, pp. 193-199. Cardiff, cr. 8vo, 1891. 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 
WITcHELL, Cuas. A.—[The Fishes of Gloucestershire.} In 
Witchell & Strugnell’s Fauna & Flora of Gloucestershire, pp. 


149-166. Stroud, roy. 8vo, 1892. (A good list; enumerates 
31 species.) | 


HAMPSHIRE (See also Wieut, ISLE oF). 
Havinanp, W. A.—[The Fishes of the Winchester District. ] 


The Fifth Report of the Winchester College Natural History 


Society, p. 119. Winchester, dy. 8vo, 1881. (Enumerates 
15 species.) 
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HEREFORDSHIRE. 


Linewoop, R. M.— [The Fishes of a part of Herefordshire. 
Ann. Nat. Hist., vol. v, p. 188. London, dy. 8vo, 1840. (Enu- 
merates 17 species.) 


HUNTINGDONSHIRE. 


Mituter, H., & S. B. J. Skerrcuty.—{The Fishes of the 


Fenland. ] In ‘their F° enland, Past & Present. See Beprorp- 
SHIRE. 


KENT. 


Boys, Wu.— [The Fishes of Sandwich & its Neighbourhood. ] 
In his Collections for a History of Sandwich, pp. 854-856. 
Canterbury, dy. 4to, 1792. (A very incomplete list, and 
without comments.) 


LANCASHIRE. 


Lrien, Cuas.—{The Fishes of Lancashire.} In his Natural 


_ History of Lancashire, Cheshire, & the Peak in Derbyshire. 


See CHESHIRE: 


Byeruey, Isaac. — [The Fishes of Liverpool.] In his Fauna 
of Liverpool, pp. 25-84. London & Liverpool, dy. 8vo, 1856. 

‘Anon.|]— ‘List of Fish found round Bury.} Report of the 
Bury Nat. Hist. Soc., 1868-71, pp. 49-51. Bury, dy. 8vo, 1872. 
Macpuerson, Rev. H. A.— [The Fishes of Lancashire north of 


the Sands.) In his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland. See Cum- 
BERLAND. 


LEICESTERSHIRE. 


Browne, Montacu.—[ The Fishes of Leicestershire. | Zoologist, 
8rd series, vol. xi, pp. 59-61. London, dy. 8vo, 1887. 
(Enumerates 27 species.) 


BrownE, Montacu.— The Fishes of Leicestershire & Rutland. 
In his Vertebrate Animals of Leicestershire & Rutland, pp. 183- 


202. Birmingham & Leicester, cr. 4to, 1889. (A good list, 
but includes fossil species.) 


LINCOLNSHIRE. 


Mutter, 8. H., & §. B. J. Sxerronty.—[The Fishes of the 


Fenland.} In their Fenland, Past & Present. See Berp- 
FORDSHIRE. | 


MAN, ISLE OF. 


Forses, E.— [The Fishes of the Isle of Man.|} In Quiggin’s 
Illustrated Guide. . . to the Isle of Man, 2nd ed., pp. 40-4]. 
Douglas, imp. 16mo., 1839. 

KERMODE, P. M. C. antes fof the Isle of Man.] Zoologist, 
3rd series, vol. xvii, pp. 61-64. London, dy. 8vo, 1893. (An 
extensive list; enumerates only 6 fresh- water species.) 


pa 
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NORFOLK. 
Browne, Sir Taos.—An Account of Fishes, &c., found in Nor- 
folk and on the Coast. In his Works, edited by Simon Wilkin, 
vol. iv, pp. 825-336. London & Norwich, 4 vols., dy. 8vo, 1835. 
(An interesting list, written about the year 1670.) 


Paaet, C.J. & J.— |The Fishes of the Yarmouth District.) In 
their Sketch of the Natural History of Yarmouth and its Neigh- 
bourhood, pp. 14-18. London, dy. 8vo, 1834. (Knumerates a 
good nur ber of species.) 

Lussock, Rev. R.— |The River Fishes of Norfolk.] In his 
Observations on the Fauna of Norfolk, and more particularly on 
the District of the Broads, pp. 125-153. Norwich & London, 
dy. 8vo, 1845. (A valuable list; also in the 2nd ed., edited 
by Messrs. Southwell, Stevenson, and Newton, pp. 175-208, 
Norwich & London, dy. 8vo, 1879.) 

Lowng, B. T.— [The Fishes of the Yarmouth District.) In his 
Popular Natural History of Great Yarmouth & its Neighbour- 
hood, pp. 27-80 & 58-55. Yarmouth, London, and Norwich, 
cr. 8vo, 1868. (A fair list.) 

Hunt, A. Leten.— [The Fishes of Thetford.) In his Capital 
of the Ancient Kingdom of East Anglia, pp. 235-236. London, 
dy. 8vo, 1870, (An unimportant list ; see Trans. Norf. Norw. 
Nat. Soc., vol. i, pp. 83-87.) | | 
Joun.—([Tbhe Fishes of Norfolk.) Trans. Norf. & 
Norw. Nat. Soc., vol. i, pt. v, pp. 21-56. Norwich, dy. 8vo, 
1874. (An admirable and extensive list; additions vol. iii, — | 
1884, pp. 677-682.) 
Munrorp, Rev. Geo.—({The Fishes of the Hunstanton Dis- ; 
trict.| In Philip Wilson’s Hunstanton & its. Neighbourhood, 
pp. 72-77. Lynn & London, feap. 8vo, 1879. (A fairly 
extensive list.) 

Lowe, Joun.—A List of the Fishes known to occur in the 
Norfolk Waters. In R. H. Mason’s History of Norfolk, app., 
pp. xili-xx. London, roy. 4to, 1884. (A good and extensive 
list.) 

Miuuer, 8. H., & §. B. J. {The Fishes of the 
Fenland.} In their Fenland, Past & Present. See Bep- 
FORDSHIRE. 


NORTHAMPTON SHIRE. 
Morton, Rev. Joun.— [The Fishes of Northamptonshire.} In 
his Natural History of Northamptonshire, pp. 419-428. London, 
feap. fo., 1712. (A fairly good list.) 

NORTHUMBERLAND. 


Wauuis, Jonn.— [The Fishes of Northumberland.] In his 
Natural History & Antiquities of Northumberland, pp. 876-404. 
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London, 2 vols., dy. 4to, 1769. (A very good list for the 
period.) 

‘Macxenziz, E.]— [The Fishes of Northumberland.] In his 
View of the County of Northumberland, vol. i, pp. 161-165. 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, 2 vols., dy. 8vo, 1811. (A very incomplete 
list; reprinted almost verbatim in the 2nd ed., vol. i, pp. 121- 
123, Newcastle-on-Tyne, 2 vols., dy. 4to, 1825.) 


P. J.—{The Fishes of Twizel.] In Mag. of Zool. and 
Bot, vol. ii, p. 897. Edinburgh, London, & Dublin, dy. 8vo, 
1837. 

Ronert C.—[The Fishes of the Alnwick District. ] 
In Geo. Tate’s History of . . . Alnwick, vol. i, pp. 487-488. 
Alnwick, dy. 8vo, 1868-69. (A list merely, without comments ; 
enumerates 62 species.) 


Howse, Ricnarp.—Catalogue of the Fishes of the Rivers of 


Northumberland & Durham, and the adjacent Sea. See 


OXFORDSHIRE. 


Pitot, Ropert.— |The Fishes of Oxfordshire.| In his Natural 
History of Oxfordshire, pp. 183-185. London, feap. fo., 1677. 
(A very meagre list; reprinted, almost verbatim, in the 2nd 
edition, London, feap. fo., 1705, pp. 187-189.) 


Berestey, ALFrep.— |The Fishes of the Banbury District.} In 


his History of Banbury, pp. 604-605. London, dy. 8vo, n.d. 
[1841]. (Enumerates 20 species.) 


RUTLANDSHIRE. 


Browne, Montacu.—The Fishes of Leicestershire & Rutland. 
In his Vertebrate Animals of Leicestershire & Rutland. See 
LEICESTERSHIRE. 


SHROPSHIRE. 


Eyton, T. C.—[{The Fishes} of Shropshire & North Wales. 
Mag. of Zool. & Bot., vol. iii, pp. 24-29. Edinburgh, London, 
and Dublin, dy. 8vo, 1839. (A good list.) 


SOMERSETSHIRE. 


Compton, THEopoRE.— [The Fishes of the Winscombe District. ] 
In his Winscombe Sketches, 2nd ed., pp. 184-187. London, 
cr. 8vo, n.d. [? 1882]. (Also in his Mendip Valley, pp. 181-1838, 
an enlarged edition of the same work, London and Swindon, 
dy. 8vo, 1892.) 


Baxer, W.—Fishes {of Somersetshire|}. Proceedings Somer- 
setshire Archeological and Natural History Society for 1851, 
pp. 97-110. Taunton & London, dy. 8vo, 1851-52. (A con- 
siderable list.) | 
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STAFFORDSHIRE. 


Prot, Rosr.— {The Fishes of Staffordshire.| In his Natural 
History of Staffordshire, pp. 240-246. Oxford, feap. fo., 1686. 


Pirt, Wm.—Fishes [of Staffordshire.} In his Topographical 
History of Staffordshire, |Appendix], pp. 159-160. Newcastle- 
under-Lyme, dy. 8vo, 1817. 


GarNER, Rospt.—List of Fishes fof Staffordshire.} In his 
Natural History of the County of Stafford, pp. 294-298. (A 
fairly extensive list.) 

Brown, Epvwin.—([The Fishes of the Burton-on-Trent Dis- 
trict.} In Sir Oswald Mosley’s Natural History of Tutbury, 
pp. 114-118. London, roy. 8vo, 1863. (Enumerates 32 
species.) 

Mostey, Sir Oswatp, Bart.—Fishes (of the Tutbury District.) 
In his Natural History of Tutbury, pp. 64-82. London, roy. 
8vo, 1868. (A good list; enumerates about 23 species.) 


SUSSEX. 


Cuambers, Gro. F.—Fishes fof the Eastbourne District.] ‘In 
his Handbook for Visitors to Eastbourne, pp. 89-90. London 
and Eastbourne, cr. 8vo, 1868. (A very imperfect list.) 


Naturat History Socrery, Members or.— [The 
Fishes of the Eastbourne District.) In their Lists of the Local 
Fauna & Flora, pp.4-5. [{Eastbourne), cr. 8vo, 1873. (A list 
merely, without comments, and very incomplete ; ; enumerates 
57 species; a previous edition, dated 1871, not seen.) 


Weaver, J.—(Fishes in the parish of Harting.| In the Rev. 
H. D. Gordon’s History of Harting, pp. 302-307. London, 
cr. 8vo, 1877. (Enumerates 10 species, and includes a figure 
and description of the iargest English Carp on record.) 
MERRIFIELD, Mrs.— [The Fishes of the Brighton District.) In 
her Sketch of the Natural History of Brighton ¢ its Vicinity, 
pp. 97-113, 161-162, 192-193, & 224. London & Brighton, 
dy. 8vo, 1860. 3 
WALES, NORTH. 


Eyton, T. C.— (The Fishes} of Shropshire and North Wales. 
Mag. of Zool. & Bot., vol. iii, pp. 24-29. Edinburgh, London, 
and Dublin, dy. 8vo, 1839. (A good list.) 
WESTMORELAND. 

Goveu, THos.—Fishes [of the Kendal District.} In Cornelius 
Nicholson’s Annals of Kendal, 2nd ed., p. 811. Kendal and 
London, dy. 8vo, 1861. (Enumerates 15 species; did not 
appear in the 1st ed.) 

BraituwalteE, Geo. F.—The Salmonide of Westmoreland [&c.]. 
London & Kendal, 8vo, 1884. (Reprinted from the Westmore- 


land Gazette. ) 
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Macpnerson, Rev. H. A.— |The Fishes of Westmoreland.) In 
his Vertebrate Fauna of Lakeland. See CuMBERLAND. | 
WIGHT, ISLE OF (See also Hampsutre). 

Warner, Rev. Ricuarp.— [The Fishes of the Isle of Wight.) 
In his History of the Isle of Wight, pp. 218-224. Southampton 
and London, dy. 8vo, 1795. (A very meagre list, including 
crustacea, &c.) 

Martin, G. A.— |The Fishes of the Undercliff.| In his Under- 
cliff of the Isle of Wight, pp. 208-226. London, post 8vo, 1849. 


More, A. G.—Fresh-water Fishes (of the Isle of Wight.} In 

the Rev. E. Venable’s Guide to the Isle of Wight, pp. 440-441. 

London, feap. 8vo, 1860. (Enumerates 13 species.) 
WILTSHIRE. 

Maton, Greo., M.D.— [The Fishes of the Salisbury District.) 

In his Natural History of a part of the County of Wilts, p. 71. 

London, dy. 8vo, 1843. (Very incomplete.) 


Auprey, Joun.—([The Fishes of Wiltshire.) In his Natural 
History of Wiltshire; written between 1656 & 1691; edited by 
John Britton, pp. 62-63. London, dy. 4to, 1847. (Mentions 
very few species.) 
WORCESTERSHIRE. 
Hastines, Cuas.— (The Fishes of Worcestershire.| In his 
Tilustrations of the Natural History of Worcestershire, pp. 
78-80. London & Worcester, dy. 8vo, 1834. (A rather. 
meagre list.) 
YORKSHIRE. 


Denny, Henry.—Sketch of the {Fishes} . . . of Leeds & its 
Vicinity. Annals of Nat. Hist., vol. v, pp. 392-394, London, 
dy. 8vo, 1840. (A considerable list.) 


Meynetu, T.—On the Fishes of Yorkshire. In British Assoc. 
Report for 1844, pp. 62-638. London, dy. 8vo, 1845. (Records 
the occurrence of 140 species.) ) 


Frereuson, D.—([The Fishes of the District around Redcar.}] 
In his Natural History of Redcar & its Neighbourhood, pp. 110- 
112. London & Redcar, feap. 8vo, 1860. (A list merely, 
without comments.) 

Cuarke, Wm. & W. D. Rorsucx.— (The Fishes of York- 
shire.) In their Handbook of the Vertebrate Fauna of Yorkshire, 
pp. x-xi, xli-xlili, & 97-183. London & Leeds, dy. 8vo, 1881. 
(An extensive list ;: enumerates 148 species; additions in the 
Naturalist, vol. ix, 1884, pp. 178-176, bring up the total to | 
155 species.) | 

Cuarke, W. & W. D. Rorsuck.— [The Fishes of Wash- 
burndale.| Naturalist, vol. ix, p. 16. Huddersfield, dy. 8vo, 
1884. (Enumerates 7 species.) 
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Crarke, W. Factz, W. D. Rorsuck, & Ww. Storry.— [The 
Fishes of Upper Nidderdale.| Naturalist, vol. xi, p. 205. 
Huddersfield, dy. 8vo, 1886. ‘(Enumerates 7 species.) 

Waite, R.—[The Fishes of the Western Ainsty.| The 
Naturalist, 1891, pp. 111-114. London, dy. 8vo, 1891. 

Woop, C. H. B.—{The Fishes of Langstrothdale.) The 
Naturalist, 1891, p.189. London, dy. 8vo,1891. (Enumerates 
3 species.) 


SCOTLAND. 
GENERAL. 


Pennant, W.— |The Fishes of Scotland.) In the Rev. J. Light- 
foot’s Flora Scotica, vol. i, pp. 51-63. London, 2 vols., dy. 8vo, 
1777. (Enumerates 73 species.) 


ABERDEENSHIRE, 


-ARBUTHNOT, Jas., jun.—Natural History of those Fishes that are 
indigenous to, or occasionally frequent, the Coasts of Buchan 
‘&e.|. Aberdeen, 8vo, 1815. (A considerable list; reprinted 
from the Author’s Historical Account of Peterhead, app., pp. 
1-68. Aberdeen, 8vo, 1815.) 


Prof. W.—Fishes {of Braemar.| In his Natural 


History of Deeside & Braemar, pp. 418-416. London, dy. 8vo, 
1855. (Enumetates 11 species.) 


ARGYLLSHIRE. 
Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucxtey.—{The Freshwater 
Fishes of Argyllshire}. In their Vertebrate Fauna of Argyll 


and the Inner Hebrides, pp. 219-234. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 
1892. 


BANFFSHIRE. 


W.—Contributions to the Icthyology of Banffshire. Naturalist 
(Morris’s), vol. iv, pp. 230-231; vol. v, pp. 207-210; vol. vi, 
pp. 229- 233. London, roy. 8vo, 1854-56. 
Epwarp, THomas.—The Fishes of Banffshire. Naturalist 
(Morris’s), vol. v, pp. 1-4, 59-62, and 127-181. London, roy. 
8vo, 1855. (Additions and corrections in the Mag. of Nat. 
Hist. and Naturalist, pp. 86-39. London, dy. 8vo, 1860.) 
Epwarp, THos.—Fishes [of Banffshire}. In Smiles’s Life of 
“a Scotch Naturalist, pp. 417-429. London, dy. 8vo, 1876. 
(A considerable list ; a second edition, without the faunal liste, 
was published in 1882. ) 


BERWICKSHIRE. 
Jounston, GEo., M.D.—A List of the Fishes of Berwickshire, 
exclusive of the Salmones. Hist. Berwichsh. Nat, Club, vol. 1, 


pp. 170-176. Edinburgh, dy. 8vo, 1834, 
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BUTE. 
LanpsporouGH, J. & J., jun.— [The Fishes of Arran.} In 
Arran: its Topography, Natural History & Antiquities, pp. 881- 
386, and 491-492. Ardrossan and London, cr. 8vo, 1875. (A 
very incomplete list.) 

CAITHNESS. 
Harvie-Browy, J. A., & T. E. Bucktey.— |The Fishes of Caith- 
ness.| In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, Caithness, 
and West Cromarty, pp. 253-297. Edinburgh, 4to, 1887. (An 
extensive and admirable list.) 

CROMARTY. 


Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucktey.— /The Fishes of West 

Cromarty.| In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, Caithness, 

and West Cromarty, pp. 253-297. See Carruness. 
FORFARSHIRE. 


Don, G.— [The Fishes of Forfarshire.| In the Rev. Jas. Head- 

rick’s General View of the Agriculture of . .. Forfarshire, 

app. pp. 45-47. Edinburgh & London, dy. 8vo, 1813. 
HEBRIDES. 


Sairn, W. ANpERsoN.— |The Fishes of Lewis.|} In his Lewsiana, 
pp. 233-254. London, cr. 8vo, 1875. 


Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucktey.— |The Fishes of the 
Outer Hebrides.} In their Vertebrate Fauna of the Outer 
ITebrides, pp. 172-225. Edinburgh, 4to, 1888. (An extensive 
and admirable list, relating also to a large portion of the north- 
west coast of Scotland.) 


Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucxtey.—[The Freshwater 
Fishes of Argyllshire.| In their Vertebrate Fauna of Argyll 
and the Inner Lebrides, pp. 219-234. Edinburgh, feap. 4to, 
1892. 

MIDLOTHIAN. 


Neruu, Parricx.—List of the Fishes of the Edinburgh District. © 
In Wm. Rhind’s Ezcursions illustrative of the Geology & Natural 
History of the Environs of Edinburgh, pp. 135-140. Edinburgh 
and London, dy. 8vo, 1836. 

ORKNEYS. 


Barry, Rev. G.— The Fishes of the Orkney Islands.) In his 
History of the Orkney Islands, pp. 286-297. Edinburgh and 
London, dy. 4to, 1805. (A very brief list, including some of 
the Cetacea, Mollusca, and Crustacea ; reprinted verbatim in 
the 2nd ed., London, dy. 4to, 1808, pp. 293-303; also in the 
drd ed., Kirkwall, cr. 8vo, 1867, pp 280-290.) 


Low, Rev. George. — {The Fishes of Orkney.| In his Fauna 


Orcadensis, pp. 167-230. Edinburgh, dy. 4to, 1818. (A con- 
siderable list.) 
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Buckziey, T. E., & J. A. Harviz-Brown.— [The Fishes of the 
Orkney Islands.) In their Vertebrate Fauna of the Orkney 
Islands, pp. 266-296. Edinburgh, 4to, 1891. (A valuable 
list, but admittedly very incomplete.) 


‘Barxtz, W. D., & Rost. Heppie.} — | he Fishes of Orkney. | 


(The MS. List of Fishes which was intended to form part of 


their Historia Naturalis Orcadensis is now in the possession of 
Mr. J. H. Gurney.) 


PEEBLESSHIRE, 


‘Neriu, Patrick.| — {The Fishes of Tweeddale.} In The Works 
of Alexander Pennecuik, Esq., p. 107. Edinburgh, &c., dy. 
8vo, 1815. (Enumerates 9 species.) 


CuamBers, W.— [The Fishes of Peeblesshire.| In his History 


of Peeblesshire, p.528. Edinburgh & London, roy. 8vo, 1864. 
(Very incomplete.) 


SHETLAND. 


Epmonston, A. — [The Fishes of Shetland.| In his View of 
the Ancient and Present State of the Shetland Islands, vol. ii, 


pp. 802-316. Edinburgh & London, 2 vols., dy. 8vo, 1809. 
(An incomplete list.) 


Low, Rev. Grorcr.— [The Fishes of Shetland.} In his Fauna 


Orcadensis, pp. 167-230. Edinburgh, dy. 4to, 1813. (A con- 
siderable list.) 


SUTHERLANDSHIRE. 


T. E., & J. A. Harviz-Brown.—The Fishes of Suther- 
Jand and the Moray Firth. In Chas. St. John’s Tour in 
Sutherlandshire, ed. 2, vol. ii, pp. 362-374. Edinburgh and 
London, er. 8vo, 1884. (An admirable list.) 

Harvie-Brown, J. A., & T. E. Bucxtey.—{The Fishes of 
Sutherland.)| In their Vertebrate Fauna of Sutherland, Caith- 
ness, & West Cromarty, pp. 253-297. See Carruness. 


IRELAND. 
GENERAL. 


Boate, GeRARD.—Ireland’s Naturall History. London, xvi-191 
pp-, pott 8vo, 1652. (Notwithstanding its title, this work 
contains nothing on the Fauna of Ireland; later editions in 
feap. 4to were published in Dublin in 1726 and 1755.) | 

Browne, Patrick, M.D.—A Catalogue of Fishes observed. on 
our Coasts and in our Lakes and Rivers. Exshaw’s Gentle- 
man’s and London Magazine, pp. 515-516. Dublin, 8vo, 1774. 
Tempteton, Rost.—(|The Fishes of Ireland.} Mag. of Nat. 


Hist., new series, vol. 1, pp. 409-413. London, dy. 8vo, 1837. 
(A good list.) 
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Tuompson, Wu.— (The Fishes of Ireland.) In his Report on 
the Fauna of Ireland, in the Report of the British Aszociation 
for 1840, pp. 384-400 & 406-409. London, dy. 8vo, 1841. 
(An extensive list.) 

Tuompson, Wu.—([The Fishes of: Ireland.| In his Natural 
History of Ireland, vol. iv, pp. 69-268. London, dy. 8vo, 1856, 
(An extensive and valuable list.) 

ANTRIM. 

Betrast Naturauists’ Cius, Mempers or.— The Fishes 
of the Belfast District.) In their Guide to Belfast and the 
Adjacent Counties, pp. 105-110. Belfast, fep. 8vo, 1874. (An 
incomplete list.) 

CORK. 

Sairn, Cuas.— |The Fishes of the County of Cork.) In his 
Ancient and Present State of the County and City of Cork, 
2nd ed., pp. 304-324. Dublin & London, dy. 8vo, 1774. (A 
very incomplete list ; includes the Cetacea, Crustacea, &c.) 
Harvey, Dr. J. R.— |The Fishes of the County of Cork.| In 
his Contributions towards a Fauna & Flora of the County of 
Cork, pp. 18-24. London & Cork, dy. 8vo, 1845. (A con- 
siderable list ; enumerates 97 species.) 

DOWN. 

|Harris, Wautter.|— The Fishes of the County Down.) In 
his Ancient & Present State of the County of Down, pp. 285-250. 
Dublin, dy. 8vo, 1744. (Not of much value; as to authorship, 
see Harting’s Essays on Sport & Natural History, p. 313.) 
Naturauists’ Fretp Cius, Memsers or.— |The Fishes 
of the Belfast District.) In their Guide to Belfast and the 
Adjacent Counties, pp. 105-110. Belfast, fep. 8vo, 1874. (An 
incomplete list). 

Knox, ALEx.— [Fishes of the County Down.} In his History of 
the County Down, pp. 655-665. Dublin, dy. 8vo, 1875. (An 
extensive list, but not very detailed.) 

DUBLIN. 

Knox, Atex.—[The Fishes of the County of Dublin.) In his 
Essay towards a Natural History of the County of Dublin, vol. 1, 
pp. 345-870. Dublin, 2 vols., dy. 8vo, 1772. (A fair list for 
the period.) 
Morz, A. G.—{The Fishes of the County Dublin.} In the 
Guide to the County of Dublin, &e., part ii, pp. 71-77. Dublin, 
dy. 8vo, n.d. {1878}. (A good list, but with very brief com- 
ments.) 

WEXFORD. 


Barretr-Hamiuton, G. E. N.—The Fishes of the County Wex- 
ford. To form part of his Fauna and Flora of the County 


Wexford. (In preparation.) 
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In reviewing the Catalogue of Fish Lists, it will be seen that 
they are, on the whole, by no means poor in quality nor few in 
number. The fishes, in fact, seem to have been studied with 
a considerable amount of care, which is no doubt largely 
due to their direct economic value as a source of food-supply. 
England, as in the previous catalogues, proves to have been 
done very much more thoroughly than Scotland or Ireland. As 
before, too, the counties of Cornwall, Devonshire, Durham, 
Norfolk, Northumberland, and Yorkshire, are shown to have 
received the greatest amount of attention. Many others have 
been done with fair fulness, but the following do not appear at 
all in the list:—Berkshire, Buckinghamshire, Hertfordshire, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Nottingham, Suffolk, Surrey, Warwick- 
shire, and Wiltshire. Wales, as usual, proves to have received 
a very small amount of atiention, the only county appearing in 
the list being Glamorgan. Certain Scottish counties which 
have received the attention of Messrs. Harvie-Brown and 
Buckley are represented in the Catalogue by admirable lists, but 
the rest have been, for the most part, meagrely treated. The 
Catalogue of Irish Lists is short; and though it contains one or 
two good items, is largely made up of antiquated lists. 


The author desires again to ask those who observe omissions 
in these Catalogues to inform him of them, so that they may be 
included in the intended separate reprint. 


NOTES AND QUERIES. 


The Centenary Anniversary of Gilbert White.—In the article which 
appeared under this heading in the June number of ‘ The Zoologist,’ there 
is a mistake on page 205, which should be corrected. Allusion is there 
made to the marble bust of Richard Jefferies, ‘‘ erected to his memory in 
- Winchester Cathedral.” This is a slip of the pen for Salisbury Cathedral. 
The Winchester monument is that of Izaak Walton.—Ep. 


Death of Mr. W. Reid.— Mr. W. Reid, formerly of Wick, died at 
Huntly Hall, Nairn, on the 27th May last. Mr. Reid was widely known to 
all lovers of natural science throughout the country. He was a personal 
friend of Frank Buckland, Harvie Brown, Buckley, and other distinguished 
naturalists, and was a valued contributor to ‘ The Field,’ ‘ Land and Water,’ 
‘Nature,’ and other periodicals dealing with natural history. Mr. Reid was 
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born in Wick in 1814, but went to Kirkwall when he was twenty-two years 
of age, and remained there thirty years ia business as a bookseller. About 
ten years ago Mr. Reid came to Nairn, where he has since resided. His 
pursuit of natural history began with the fishes, and he was regarded as one 
of the best authorities on that subject in the country. His residence in 
Orkney led him to devote more particular attention to birds, and he gave 
valuable assistance to Baikie and Heddle in their standard work on Orkney 
mammals and birds; and in the splendid volumes by J. A. Harvie Brown 
and T. EK. Buckley, ‘A Fauna of the Orkney Islands,’ and ‘ A Fauna of 
Sutherland, Caithness, and West Cromarty,’ mention is made in the 
handsomest manner of the obligations the authors were under to Mr. Reid. 
It was a characteristic of the deceased gentleman that he placed at the 
disposal of every naturalist who sought him out all the stores of his 
information and experience. All his desire was to further the interests of 
science. His letters to the various newspapers on topics connected with 
his favourite pursuits would make a goodly volume. His communications 
were invariably written in an animated, easy simple style, giving delight to 
all who read them from their naturalness of description no less than from 
the keenness of observation they showed. Besides his assistance to men of 
science so freely given, Mr. Reid’s letters tended very much to popularise 
and stimulate the study of the habits of “‘ beasts and birds” throughout the 
country. It is much to be regretted he never threw his observation and 
experiences, his lists of ‘ finds” and discoveries, into a permanent form. 
Some notes he did prepare, and his numerous cuttings he preserved, but 
these form a very inadequate measure of the stores of knowledge he had 
acquired of bird-life and the habits of the denizens of the deep. Mr. Reid 
lived a very quiet, retired, simple life. Until a few weeks ago, he never 
knew what a day’s ill health was. A kindlier or more unaffectedly good- 
hearted man never lived. Simple, upright in all his ways, and charitable 
in all his thoughts, he was held in respect and esteem by all who knew 
him. He had entered on his eightieth year, and passed away through the 
simple decline of his natural strength.—Higin Courier. 


MAMMALIA. 


Distribution of the Alpine Hare in S.W. Scotland.—In the S8.W. 
counties of Scotland it may be said that the White Hare now frequents all 
the hills of 1500 feet and upwards, and very many of those of lower altitude. 
A specimen has been shot so low down as the hill above Dalscairth. ‘The 
species was unknown in Dumfriesshire previous to so comparatively recent 
a date as the winter of 1863, when it was first noticed on the Moffat, Evan 
Water, Leadhills, and other ranges leading into Peebles and Selkirkshire. 
It was understood at the time that these hares were the produce of some 
that had been turned down at Glenbuck by a Mr. Hunter about 1861. 
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But in ‘The Mammalia of the Edinburgh District,’ published a short time 
ago by my friend Mr. William Evans, the author shows that there were at 
least two other introductions to which, together with those turned out at 
Glenbuck, we are indebted for the present stock of Mountain Hares which 
are so widely and abundantly distributed over the southern uplands. 
Mr. Clason, of Hallyards, procured a number of Blue Hares from the 
north, and set them free on the top of one of the highest hills in the parish 
of Manor, in Peeblesshire, in 1845 or 1846. There was also another 
introduction on the Silverburn hills, the highest of the Pentlands, some- 
where about the beginning of the sixties.—R. Service (Maxwelltown, 
Dumfries). 


Variation in the Colour of Field Voles.—It is somewhat surprising, 
considering the untold myriads of voles that have overrun the Scottish 
sheep pastures for a year or two past, that so few variations in colour have 
been reported. ‘To be sure, one observer stated in a communication to the 
Highland and Agricultural Society's ‘ Transactions’ that they were “ of all 
colours,” but the statement has been entirely uncorroborated, and I am 
afraid there was exceedingly little foundation in fact forthe remark. I have 
not remarked any noteworthy aberration amongst those I have seen in 
peregrinating through their haunts, but the shepherds have reported an 
occasional pied example. I have, however, a very strong impression that 
the * hill voles” are decidedly of a more smoky tint than those to be found 
in the lower lands amongst the hedges and plantations. The latter seem 
to develop a much ruddier colour on the fur along the back, and the general 
tone of grey seems much brighter than that of the voles that have ravaged 
the upland pastures. I lately received for examination (previous to its being 
put into the hands of Mr. Mackay for preservation) a curious variety of the 
Field Vole, Arvicola agrestis, from Mr. lt. Bramwell, Blackaddie. It is not 
an albino, although the fur, on a cursory examination, seems quite white 
from nose to tail. On blowing the fur-tips aside it is seen that only about 
one-fifth of the length of each hair is white, the remainder being a very pale 
brown or fawn, but the fur being closely set it really appears to be all 
white. The eyes are not pink, as in every albino, but they are much paler 
than the normal eyes. ‘The whiskers and the hairs on the tail are entirely 
white. It would be interesting to hear of any cases of “ albinism” or 
‘melanism’ in this species.—R. Service (Maxwelltown, Dumfries). 

{Donovan has figured an albino example of this species (Brit. Quad. 
pl. 48), and one was caught alive at East Bergholt, near Colchester, in 
November, 1872. Mr. Borrer has in his collection a very pretty variety 
which was captured near Horsham. It is of a uniform clear buffy white. 
A pied specimen of this species was caught in a clover-field at Long Cross, 
Chertsey, in July, 1866 (Field, July 27th, 1866). A black variety was 
killed in a clover-field at Blaxhall, Suffolk, June 25th, 1686 (Zool. 1886, 
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p. 332); and a black and white one was found near Harrogate, July 21st, 
1886 (Zool. 1886, p. 485). There may be very likely other varieties which 
have escaped our notice.— Ep. | 


BIRDS. 


Plumage of White’s Thrush.—The question whether the accidental 
visitors to Europe are mostly old or young birds is of so much interest 
that, without wishing to prolong the discussion, I should like to correct an 
error in Mr. Giatke’s interesting communication (p. 164). White’s Thrush 
is so specially interesting, both to British and Heligoland ornithologists, that 
any facts connected with its history are worthy of record. To determine 
whether the nine examples which have been obtained in Heligoland are 
immature or adult it is necessary to ascertaiv how the two plumages differ. 
Had there been any material difference in the plumage of these nine 
examples, it is scarcely likely that it would have escaped the keen eye of 
the veteran ornithologist who has so long kept watch on the lonely island. 
Amongst the hundreds of skins that I have examined I find no variation in 
the white and black markings on the axillaries and under wing-coverts, 
which Mr. Gatke erroneously imagines that I suppose to indicate the adult 
bird. It is the peculiar Geocichline markings on the inner webs of the 
primaries which vary. In some examples, which I imagine to be adult, 
they are pure white; in others which I suppose to be immature, they are 
buff. Unfortunately the description of White’s Thrush in Mr. Gatke’s book 
does not mention the colour of these markings which are so characteristic 
of all the species which I include in the genus Geocichla; but I venture to 
say that they will be found on examination to be buff, and, according to my 
hypothesis, to indicate that the nine examples are immature.—HENRY 
SEEBOHM. 


Richard’s Pipit in Somersetshire.—On the 30th of, May last I saw 
a pair of Richard's Pipits, Anthus richardi, near Lady’s Bay, Clevedon. 
They were in a large field interspersed with patches of fern which slopes 
down to the Bristol Channel, and first attracted my attention from the 
strut and high carriage of the head which is characteristic of the male. 
They allowed of a near approach and close observation. It struck me as 
probable that they might have a nest near, but | failed to find one; nor, 
though I returned to the spot soon afterwards, and for several subsequent 
days in succession, did I see anything more of them.— Marcus §$. C. 
Rickarvs (Twigworth Vicarage, Gloucester). 


Sheldrake and other Birds at Exmouth.—On the 27th of May LI set 
out with the intention of discovering, if possible, whether a pair of Shelduck, — 
which had for some time been seen in the locality, were breeding on the 
Warren. It was about noon when I crossed over from Exmouth, and, after 
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examining very carefully some rabbit-burrows without success, I saw in the 
distance a couple of ducks flying towards me from the river Exe. I there- 
upon hid myself behind a gorse-bush which was close at hand, and on the 
birds approaching nearer I at once saw they were the Shelduck I was in 
search of. They alighted on a sand-hill, which was honeycombed with 
rabbit-holes, about 200 yards from where I was hiding, and very soon one 
of them disappeared. I walked towards the spot, aud when the old drake saw 
me he flew away. After examining all the holes carefully, I at last found 
one at the entrance to which, and about the sides, was a quantity of down; 
this, of course, I at once concluded was the hole in which I should find the 
nest. Putting my arm in as far as I could reach I could not feel anything, 
but being provided with a shrimp-rake, to use as a digger, I commenced to 
enlarge the hole, and after having duy a little way I again put my arm in, 
and this time just managed to reach the nest, which contained eleven eggs, 
the old bird having slipped to the other end of the hole. Several young 
Wheatears were popping in and out of the rabbit-holes as if having a game 
of hide and seek. A pair of Dunlins, in breeding plumage, allowed me to 
approach very near, and although I looked carefully for eggs and young 
I failed to see any sign of either, but should say they were evidently 
breeding there somewhere. I came across several Ring Plovers, and two 
pairs of Lapwings, which, from their cry and uneasiness at my approach, 
led me to believe that they also had eggs or young near. A pair of Yellow 
Wagtails and numerous Meadow Pipits and Sky Larks were the only other 
breeding birds I saw.—Wa. E. Hetman-Pipstey (Exeter). 


Quail nesting in Sussex.—On May 31st, while cutting a field of 
_ clover in the parish of Angmering, Sussex, the nest of a Quail containing 
eleven fresh eggs was laid bare; they were brought to me as Landrail’s 
eggs. I have lived in this neighbourhood for thirty years, always keeping 
a sharp look out for birds, but I have never before come across our little 
friend Coturnia communis.—S. V. CLark (Angmering, Sussex). 

(Mr. Borrer, in his ‘ Birds of Sussex’ (p. 188), says of the Quail that in 
the few instances in which the nest has been found in the Weald, it has 
been in fields of wheat, clover, or grass put upfor hay. Of late years Quails 
have not been nearly so numerous in England as was formerly the case, 
and we are inclined to attribute this to the enormous toll which is taken of 
their numbers on both sides of the Mediterranean during their migration 
northwards in the spring. Many hundreds would probably reach England 
were it not for this wholesale destruction at this season of the year. —Ep.] 


Spoonbill in South Hants.—On the evening of May 25th a Spooubill, 
Platalea leucorodia, flew over my head within gunshot. It was flying iu 
a south-westerly direction, and | could distinctly see the yellow feathers at 
the back of its head. I saw one here last year on the 15th of August.— 
Joun StareEs (Porchester, Hants). 
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Early Nesting of the Greater Spotted Woodpecker.—On the 9th 
June I observed a full-grown young Great Spotted Woodpecker, D. major, 
near here. It did not seem at all shy, and allowed me to watch it closely, 
for several minutes. It had all the appearance of having left the nest some 
time. The red on the top of the head was very conspicuous.x—Horace 
Terry (Burvale, Walton-on-Thames). 


Breeding of the Dunlin in Wales.—As the Dunlin, Tringa alpina, 
is known to nest in Cornwall and Devon, it is a little remarkable that the 
fact of its breeding in Wales has not hitherto been satisfactorily established: 
I found it last summer frequenting a large heather-grown peat bog in 
Cardigaushire, some twelve miles from the sea. When at the same locality 
this year, on May 13th, a small wader rose, with the Dunlin’s weak note, 
and, shuffling along to attract attention, showed the black breast and 
chestnut mantle of that bird. The four eggs were typical Dunlin’s eggs, 
smaller than those of the Snipe, and with greener ground colour. Another 
pair, on May 24th, evidently had young ones hidden amongst the rushes, 
and must have bred in the neighbouring peat-mosses.—J. H. SaLrer 
(University College, Aberystwith). 


Grasshopper Warbler near Brecon.—lI have this season been lucky 
enough to find two nests of the Grasshopper Warbler here, in both cases 
by flushing the bird. The first nest, an early one, contained on May 3ist, 
six young birds, about a week old. Having been, so far, unable to obtain 
an adult specimen of this species, 1 took two of these nestlings and had 
them preserved. The second nest was a very late one, and on June 9th 
contained five fresh eggs—a handsome clutch, with an unusual amount of 
pink colouring. Ihave kept this nest, as it differs from any I have seen 
before, the outside being composed almost entirely of moss. In those 
I have previously found, including one now in the Natural History Museum, 
the outside has been made mostly of coarse herbage.—EK. A. Swainson 
(Brecon). 


Newly observed Habit of the Blackcap.—In my communication 
under this heading (pp. 169—172), I referred to the visits of this bird to 
flowers of a pink variety of Hibiscus, which I took to be Hibiscus africanus, 
but which I now find to-be H. rosa-sinensis. It may be well to publish 
the correction.—Joun Lower, M.D. (4, Gloucester Place, Portman Square). 


Garganey in Sussex.—Allow me to correct a printer’s error in my 
notice of this bird (p. 226). The locality should be Little Common, near 
Bexhill, not “South Common, near Box Hill.”—Grorce W. Brapsnaw 
(Hastings). [In order to avoid mistakes such as these, it would be well 
if correspondents would write names of persons and places as legibly as 
possible.—Ep. ] 
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FISHES. 


Basking Shark on Coast of Sligo.—On June 5th a specimen of the 
Basking Shark, Selachus maximus, became entaugled in the salmon-net of 
Mr. Kilgallen, at Aughriss, Co. Sligo, a short distance off the pier; and 
after a desperate struggle, in which it caused great damage to the net and - 
ropes, was, by the united efforts of four boats, towed into shallow water on 
the sandy beach, where it was killed. This great fish was evidently a full- 
grown specimen, for it measured thirty feet in length— Roserr Warren 
(Moyview, Ballina). 


SCIENTIFIC SOCIETIES. 


Linnean Socrety or Lonpon. 


June 1, 1893.—Prof. Stewart, President, in the chair. 

Mr. F. H. Leslie was admitted; and Messrs. R. Assheton, Ww. @. 
Oxford, J. Gabriel, and W. H. Wager were elected. 

Dr. J. Lowe gave an account of a newly observed habit of the Blackcap, 
Sylvia atricapilla, in puncturing the petals of certain flowers (Hibiscus 
rosa-sinensis and Abutilon frondosus), specimens of which he exhibited, thus 
causing the exudation of a viscid secretion which proved attractive to insects 
upon which the bird preyed. The observations in question were made at 
Orotava, Teneriffe, during the mouth of March last (see p. 169). 

By way of introduction to a paper by Mr. W. B. Hemsley on Poly- 
nesian plants collected by Mr. J. J. Lister, the latter gave an interesting 


account of the geology of the Tonga Islands, their voleanic nature, and 
the coral and limestone reefs with the soil formed chiefly of volcanic 
outpourings in which dense patches of bush were growing. Referring 
then to the bird-fauna of the Tonga group, Mr. Lister compared it with 
that of Fiji and Samoa, and showed that it had no special affinity with 
the avifauna of New Zealand, and exhibited very little specialization. 
Mr. Hemsley then gave an account of the plants collected there, as also in 
the Soloman Islands. 

Mr. A. B. Rendle gave an abstract of a paper on fossil palms, in which 
his remarks were directed to a revision of the genus Nipadites, Bowerbank, 
and were illustrated by drawings of specimens from the London Clay, 
Sheppey, from the Sussex coast, Selsey, Brussels, N.E. Italy, and elsewhere. 
The paper was criticised by Mr. Carruthers, and by Mr. Clement Reid, who 
described the finding of specimens in situ at Selsey. 

The Secretary then read a paper by Dr. Baur on the temperature of 
trees from observations taken in Colorado, 
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Mr. W. M. Webb gave an abstract of a paper on the mode of feeding 
in Testacella, illustrated by lantern slides prepared from original drawings 
of the living animal in various attitudes. 


June 15.—Professor Stewart, President, in the chair. 

Mr. Lewis Ough was admitted, and Messrs. IF’. J. Jackson and H. H. 
Johnston were elected Fellows. 

Mr. A. W. Bennett exhibited some curious examples of revivification in 
plants, and made some remarks on the tentacles of Drosera rotundifolia 
and longifolia, specimens of which were exhibited under the microscope. 

Dr. Stapf read a paper on the Botany of Mount Kina Balu, North 
Borneo, and exhibited some of the most characteristic plants. His remarks 
were criticised by Mr. W. T. Thiselton Dyer, who regarded the paper as a 
valuable contribution to geographical botany. 

Prof. W. A. Herdman, in continuation of a former paper printed in the 
Society's Journal, gave an interesting account of several species of British 
Tunicata, some of which were previously undescribed, his remarks being 
illustrated by figures projected on the screen by means of the oxy-hydrogen 
lantern. 

On behalf of Miss A. L. Smith, Mr. George Murray gave an abstract 
of a paper on the anatomy of a plant brought from Senegambia by Mr. G. 
F. Scott Elliot, the affinities of which had not been precisely determined, 
but which was referred either to the Melastomace or Gentianacea. The 
author's views, which were illustrated by means of the sae eae lantern, 
were criticised by Dr. D. H. Scott. 

In the absence of Mr. Scott Elliot, a paper was read, on his behalf, by 
the Secretary on the African species of the genus Ficus. 

Prof. W. Oliver, on behalf of Miss M. Benson, gave an abstract of 
a paper entitled ‘‘ Contributions to the Embryology of the Amentifere,” 
illustrated by diagrams of sections made by the author. 

With this meeting the session of 1892-93 was brought to a close. 


Society oF Lonpon. 


June 6, 1893.—Sir W. H. Fiower, K.C.B., F.R.S., President, in the 
chair. 
| The Secretary read a report on the additions that had been made to the 
Society’s Menagerie during the month of May, and called special attention 
toa young Water Buck, Cobus ellipsiprymnus, born May 4th, being, so far 
as is known, the first Antelope of this species that has been bred in 
Captivity. 

Mr. Walter Rothschild exhibited and made remarks on an egg of the 
Duckbill, Ornithorhynchus anatinus, taken from the pouch of the mother ; 
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the leg-bones and egg of an extinct bird of the genus A7pyornis from South- 
West Madagascar; and a series of Lepidopterous Insects from Jamaica and 
from the Bolivian Andes. 

Mr. Sclater exhibited and made remarks on some skins and skulls of 
Mammals obtained in the Shiré Highlands by Mr. H. H. Johnston, 
Mr. B. L. Sclater, Messrs. Buchanan, and Mr. Alexander Whyte. 

A communication was read from Messrs. F. E. Beddard and F. G. 
Parsons, containing notes on the anatomy and classification of the Parrots, 
based on specimens lately living in the Society’s Gardens. 

Mr. Sclater called attention to two front horns of an African Rhinoceros 
belonging to Mr. F. Holmwood, which were stated to have been brought by 
native caravans from the district of East Africa, south of Lake Victoria 
Nyanza. They were remarkable for their great length and extreme 
thinness. 

A communication was read from Mr. R. Lydekker, containing an 
account of a collection of bird-bones from the Miocene Deposits of St. Alban, 
in the Department of Isére, France. The more perfect specimens were 
referred mostly to new species,—Strix sancti-albani, Paleortyx maxima, 
P. grivensis, and Totanus majori,—while others were regarded as undeter- 
minable from their fragmentary condition. 

Mr. G. A. Boulenger read a paper describing some new species of 
Reptiles and Batrachians, based on specimens lately obtained in Borneo by 
Mr. A. Everett and Mr. C. Hose. 


June 20.—Sir W. H. Frower, K.C.B., F.R.S., President, in the 
chair. 

The Secretary exhibited and made remarks on two eggs of the Cape 
Coly, Colius capensis, laid in the Society’s Gardens. 

Mr. Walter Rothschild exhibited and made remarks on a head of a 
Rhinoceros from Northern Somali-land ; a Caspian Seal, believed to be the 
only specimen of this Seal in England; and a series of skins of Parrots of 
the genus Cyanorhamphus from New Zealand and other islands of the South 
Pacific. Mr. Rothschild proposed to refer the specimens of this group from 
the Auckland Islands to a new species to be called C. forbest. 

Mr. W. Bateson exhibited and made remarks on a specimen of the foot of 
a Calf, in which there were three toes springing from a single cannon-bone. 

Mr. A. Smith-Woodward exhibited and made remarks on some teeth of 
a Ray (Myliobatis) from the Lower Tertiaries of Egypt, remarkable for 
their enormous size. 

Extracts were read from a letter addressed to the Secretary by Mr. F. E. 
Bluauw on the breeding of the Ypecaha Rail, Aramides ypecaha, and 
Darwin’s Rhea, thea darwini, in his aviaries in Holland. 

Dr. Forsyth-Major exhibited and made remarks on a fragmentary skull 
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of a Lemuroid Mammal from S.E. Madagascar with very remarkable 
characters. | 

A communication was read from Messrs. Hamilton H. Druce and 
G. T. Bethune-Baker, containing a monograph of the Butterflies of the 
genus Thysonotis. This included a revision of the synonymy of the 
species, descriptions of several new species and varieties, a complete table 
showing the distribution of the genus, and descriptions of the genitalia. 

A communication was read from Miss E. M. Sharpe, containing descrip- 
tions of some new species of Butterflies from the Island of St. Thomas, 
W. Africa. 

Mr. A. Smith-Woodward gave an account of the cranial osteology of 
the Mesozoic Ganoid fish, Lepidotus. 

A communication was read from Hofrath C. Brunner v. Wattenwyl, 
giving an account of a collection of Orthopterous Insects from the island of 
Grenada, West Indies. 

A communication from the Rev. H. S. Gorham contained a list of the 
Coleoptera of the family Clerid@ collected by Mr. Doherty in Burmah and 
Northern India, with descriptions of new species; and an account of some 
species of the same family from Borneo, Perak, and other localities, in the 
collection of Mr. Alexander Fry. Twenty-eight species were described 
as new. 

Messrs. C. Davies Sherborn and B. B. Woodward read a list of the 
dates of the publication of the separate parts of the zoological portions of 
the ‘ Encyclopédie Méthodique.’ 

Mr. G. A. Boulenger gave an account of a new European Viper, Vipera 
rakosiensis, from Austria and Hungary. 

Prof. G. B. Howes read a paper on the coracoid of the Terrestrial 
Vertebrates. Prof. Howes first spoke of the terminology of the bone 
commonly called “ the coracoid,” and then proceeded to the discussion of 
the Mammalian Coracoid in particular. He came to the conclusion that 
it would be best to call the whole ventral coracoidal bar the “‘ coracoid,” and 
to distinguish the doubly ossified type as “ bicoracoidal” from the singly 
ossified or “‘ unicoracvidal ” type. 

Lieut.-Col. H. H. Godwin-Austen read the descriptions of some new 
species of Land-shells of the genus Alyceus from the Khasi and Naga Hill 
countries, Assam, Munipur, atid the Ruby Mine district, Upper Burmah. 

This meeting closed the present Session.—P. L. Scrater, Secretary. 


EntTomoLoaicat Society or Lonpon. 
June 7, 1893.—H. J. Extwes, Esq., F.L.S., F.Z.S., President, in the 
chair. 
Mr. George Willis Kirkaldy, of St. Abbs, Worple Road, Wimbledon, 
S.W., was elected a Fellow of the Society. 
ZOOLOGIST.— JULY, 1893. Y 
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Mr. W. C. Boyd exhibited varieties of Fidonia piniaria and Thecla rubi, 
taken at Bournemouth on May 20th, 1893. 

Mr. C..0. Waterhouse exhibited certain large galls on oak-leaves from 
Mexico, one of which was apparently produced by a species of Cynipida. 

Mr. A. Cowper Field exhibited varieties of Smerinthus tilia, bred 
between 1890 and 1893, under varying conditions of temperature, those 
which had been exposed to a lower temperature being much darker than 
those which had been exposed to a higher. Mr. Merrifield made some 
observations on the subject, and remarked that, as far as his experience 
went, no hard and fast rule could be laid down with regard to the production 
of the lighter or darker colourings, as a high temperature sometimes 
produced dark forms. 

Mr. W. M. Christy exhibited a series of Zyge@na trifolii, including very 
many yellow forms, all, with one exception, taken at one spot during the 
latter half of May, 1893, and belonging to one colony. Some of: the 
_ specimens were more or less incomplete, both in structure and colour. 

Lord Walsingham, Mr. Merrifield, and others took part in the discussion 
which followed. 

Canon Fowler exhibited cocoons and specimens of Coniatus suavis var. 
chrysochlora, Luc., taken by Lord Walsingham in great abundance on the 
flower-shoots of tamarisk in the West of Italy. 

Mr. Chitty exhibited black varieties of the following Coleoptera from 
the slopes of Ben Cruachan, N.B.:—Carabus violaceus and arvensis, 
Pterostichus versicolor, Phyllopertha horticola, and Telephorus figuratus, 
and stated that the latter seemed a permanent race, as it occurred both in 
1892 and 1893. 

The President remarked on the great abundance of Coleophora laricella 
in Gloucestershire, and stated that they were committing great ravages 
among young larches. Lord Walsingham stated that he had seen young 
larches at Carlsbad compietely bleached by this moth. 

It was suggested by several Fellows of the Society that care should 
be taken to observe the occurrence of second broods of insects during 
the year. 

Mons. Wailly exhibited a collection of Lepidoptera, Coleoptera, and 
Orthoptera from New Zealand. A discussion followed, in which Lord 
* Walsingham, Dr. Sharp, Mr. McLachlan, Mr. Durrant and. others took 
part. 
Mons. Wailly further exhibited cocoons of various silk-producing 
Lepidoptera, and stated that the larva of Attacus pernyi, whose food-plant 


is oak, had been reared in Trinidad on Terminalia latifolia. — W. W. 
Fow.er, Hon. Secretary. 
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NOTICES OF NEW BOOKS. 


Eléments d’ Anatomie Comparée. Par Remy Perrier. Two vols. 


8vo, 1208 pp., with illustrations. Paris: J. Bailliére et 
Fils. 1892. 


Tue greater part of this book is apportioned to the Inverte- 
brata, as the fashion of the day would lead us to suspect; but 
some 400 pp. are given over to the Vertebrata. Each of the first 
twelve chapters is devoted to a consideration of some one or 
more great groups, and the remaining nine embody a more 
definitely organological treatment of the Vertebrates alone. ‘The 
bulk of each of the first series and the first of the last series is 
in-each case preceded by a classificatory review in tabular form ; 
and the more general consideration of broader affinities and 
genetic relationships are in all cases relegated to conclusions in 
small type. We heartily approve of this method. ‘The order of 
presentation appears at first sight somewhat capricious, for while 
the Mesozoa are telescoped in between the Protozoa and Porifera, 
and the Echinodermata follow the Ceelenterata, the Arthropoda 
and Brachiopoda stand at opposite ends of a series, linked together 
by the Nemathelminthes, Rotifera, Bryozoa, and Chetopods (with 
the Gephyrea and Hirudinea), and followed by the Platyhel- 
minthes. For the treatment of.the Arthropoda before the 
Segmented Worms there is much to be said, and the position of 
the Brachiopoda in the author’s scheme is explained by his 
having adopted the view that segmentation of their larve implies 
their origin from segmental animals. Protospongia and Mago- 
sphera are swallowed outright, but the author is fortunate in 
discussing the affinities of certain of the more difficult groups. 
The arguments involved in this or that notion of the relation- 
ships of the Porifera, Mesozoa, and Gigantostraca, are set 
forth in lucid and unbiassed terms, and although the author is 
prone to hint at definite opinions, he never forces his hand in 
favour of either his own or anyone else’s extreme views. The 
hypotheses which would point to a possible relationship between 
the respiratory organs of Limulus and Arachnids are duly recog- 
nised, but the Gigantostraca, with Limulus, are retained among 
the Crustacea; and we similarly find Rhabdopleura, Cephalo- 
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discus, and Phoronis occupying a befitting position approximate 
to the Bryozoa. 

The author is up to date in much of his information, and the 
context of his book shows him to have consulted the original 
literature first hand—his work being no mere reprint of scrappy 
abstracts. He has been much beholden to other recent text- 
books, notably that of Lang. The task of compiling a general 
Text-Book of Comparative Anatomy is to-day so formidable that 
inequalities are to be expected in the product, and the work before 
us is no exception in this respect. ‘The classification of the 
Tunicata is, for example, very antiquated and insufficient, and 
the chapter on Amphioxus, that ‘‘ next to man the most important 
vertebrate ’’ is altogether behind the times. Had the author freed 
himself from the trammels of von Lendenfeldism his chapter on 
the Porifera would not have suffered; and his book is none the 
better for the incorporation of certain drawings and descriptions 
_ of Paul Girod, many of which are bad, and misleading; had he 
gone to the originals which inspired these he would have fared 
better. The weakest portions of the work are those dealing with 
histology and development, especially the former;—and-_ while 
many of the illustrative figures are of an altogether antiquated 
type, the section of an ovary (p. 1156) may be cited as one of 
many that are bad. ‘The schematic figures of the nasal organs 
of vertebrates (p. 1101) defy description, and the arrangement 
which does duty (p. 844) for a transverse section of a long bone 
may be perhaps approximately defined as a kind of cross between 
a design for a bad chromatrope anda nightmare in dendritics. 
There are intercalated with the text a series of eight coloured 
plates, chiefly depicting the circulatory system of members of 
the great classes, and for these the author acknowledges his 
indebtedness to MM. Paul Méry and Richard. ‘They are by no 
means so original as is implied; some of them are downright 
slipshod, and a curious omission oceurs in the non-representa- 
tion of the arterial supply to the alimentary tract of those 
vertebrates dealt with. We fear that the author's comment 
that ‘all the world will appreciate the care and skill with which 
they are executed” will hardly be taken as he desires it to be. 

Much labour has been bestowed upon the book, as is at 
once evident from the Introduction, which deals with fundamental 
principles. The author falls in with the Neo-Lamarckian school, 
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being favourable to the belief in the influence of the environment 
as the essential factor in the transformation of living organisms, 
and in the intervention of natural selection for the fixation 
and limitation of species. He might have done worse. His 
book cannot fail to be of service to the French student. It 
teaches him that distinguished workers in Zoology are not all of 
his own nationality, and it presents him with a well-balanced and 
workable resumé of current knowledge, free from bias. We wish 
it success and a speedy passage into a second edition, which, if 
called for, must be a much emended one. G. B. H. 


L’ Evolution et Origine des Espéces. Par T. H. Huxtey, F.R.S., 
&c. Avec une Preface de l’Auteur pour I’ Edition Frangaise. 
Sm. 8vo, pp. 344, avec 20 figures. Paris: Bailliére et Fils. 


Tus is one of the volumes of the useful series published by 
Messrs. Bailliére, under the title ‘ Bibliothéque Scientifique Con- 
temporaine,’ several of which were reviewed in ‘The Zoologist’ 
for June, 1891. It consists of a translation of the collected Essays 
of Professor Huxley on Evolution and the Origin of Species, 
published between 1860 and 1887, in which the writers’ aim 
has been to popularise Darwinism and the general theory of 
Evolution, to remove misconceptions, and to refute errors of 
interpretation. 

These essays in their English dress are too well known in 
this country to call for-any particular comment apropos of the 
appearance of a French translation; but we may note the remark 
in the author’s preface that in regard to the essays published 
between 1860 and 1876 he has found nothing to modify in any of 
the arguments which he then employed, and has not advanced 
therein a single proposition which has not since been shown to 
have been well founded. He considers that Paleontology has 
now established beyond doubt the evolution of organic life, 
and that the Darwinian theory is concerned not so much with 
evolution in general, as with the causes which have determined 
the grouping of organisms in species. He holds, as he has held 
for the last thirty years, that the Darwinian hypothesis enables 
the collation and explanation of a mass of biological phenomena, 
and has not been shown to be incompatible with observed facts ; 
but he maintains, as he did in his first published essay on this 
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subject, that, taking the facts as they are, it is not absolutely 
proved that a group of animals having all the characters exhibited 
by species in nature has ever arisen by selection either natural or 
artificial. What is still wanting is direct evidence that selection 
is capable of originating in species races which exhibit at the 
time of interbreeding any sign of sterility. 

It is satisfactory to find that the author sees no reason to 
complain of his views being misrepresented by his translator, 
M. Henri de Varigny, but that, on the contrary, the latter 
has exhibited much skill in the French repreduction of these 
essays. 


L’Amateur d’Oiseaux de Voliére: Espceces indigénes et exotiques. 
Par Henrt Moreau. Sm. 8vo, pp. 430; avec 51 figures. 
Paris: Bailliére et Fils. 


Since 1795, when Bechstein published his German work on 
cage-birds, which has been translated into French, English, and 
other languages, a great number of books on this subject have 
appeared, though very few have approached it in merit. 

Vieillot, in his ‘ Histoire des Oiseaux Chanteurs’ (1805), was 
somewhat in advance of his time in regard to the instructions 
which he gave for the treatment in captivity of the exotic 
Passeres, particularly the Finches; and ‘Die Auslandischen 
Sing-vogel’ of Reichenbach, with its coloured plates and the 
Latin, German, French, and English uames, is a useful book of 
reference so far as it goes. The date of its publication, although 
the volume lies before us, we have not been able to ascertain. 
There is no date on the title-page, and none of the catalogues to 
which we have referred give the desired information. 

The Germans, as everyone knows, are great lovers of cage- 
birds, and the best books on the subject have emanated from 
German authors. Besides the works of Bechstein and Reichen- 
bach, already mentioned, there is Brehm’s ‘ Gefangene Vogel,’ in 
two vols., 1871-76; the work of the brothers Adolf and Karl 
Miiller, ‘Gefangenleben der besten einheimischen Singvégel’ 
(1871), and the ‘ Handbuch fur Vogelliebhaber’ (1873), and ‘ Die 
Fremdlindischen Vogel, ihre naturgeschichte Pflege und Zucht’ 
(1877), by Dr. Karl Russ. 

The Italians, from the time of Olina, whose ‘ Uccelleria’ was 
printed in 1622, seem to have been bird-catchers rather than bird- 
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fanciers; the directions given in their book relates to netting 
and snaring birds for the table rather than for the aviary; and 
they eat song-birds as they would eat quails. In this respect 
they resemble the French, who also eat anything that comes to 
their net. Nevertheless, a goodly list might be made of French 
books dealing with song-birds and their treatment in captivity. 

The volume before us by M. Henri Moreau has not much to 
recommend it to English readers, and has many shortcomings. 
The omission of the English names might be pardoned if the 
author had given his authorities for the Latin names he employs, 
many of which are misleading. For example, we open the book 
at random at p. 190, and find the species there dealt with is “* Le 
moineau de Gould, ou le Cleebe (sic), Spermestes Gouldia.” Itis 
not a “Sparrow,” but a “ Grass-finch,” and was first described by 
Gould in ‘the ‘ Proceedings of the Zoological Society,’ under the 
name Amadina gouldia. Subsequently, in his folio work on the 
Birds of Australia, he named it Poephila gouldie, and we may 
search the Index to his ‘Handbook’ in vain for the generic 
name Spermestes. The second French name. which our author 
writes, Clebé, is puzzling to any reader who does not happen to 
be acquainted with the generic name Chloebia proposed by 
Reichenbach. Then again, the illustration which on the opposite 
page does duty for a figure of this species is that of the long- 

tailed mirabilis, which our author designates by the hybrid name, 
le Diamant mirabilis, thus confusing the Diamond-birds with the 

The illustrations are not satisfactory, many of them, like the 
Wagtail (p. 111) and the Sky Lark (p. 425), being very coarsely 
drawn and engraved; while some of the most easily procurable 
species, like the common Linnet (p. 83), are so badly done as to 
be unrecognisable. 

The text seems to be more of a compilation than an original 
treatise based upon personal observation and experience, and on 
this account is open to objection. A book of this kind is not 
good enough for the requirements of bird-fanciers at the present 
day. What we should like to see would be a manual upon the 
plan of Bechstein’s, giving the English, French, German, and 
Latin names for all the species, and including the cage-birds 
which have been discovered and described since Bechstein’s day. 
At present we know nothing better than the English edition of 
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Bechstein’s ‘Natural History of Cage-birds,’ which was pub- 
lished in 1838, and which, if we mistake not, was edited by that 
excellent ornithologist, the late Edward Blyth. It was issued by 
Orr & Co., by whom Blyth’s edition of White’s ‘Selborne’ was 
published in 1836, and a comparison of these two volumes shows 
that many of the woodcuts in both are identical. 


La Péche et les Poissons des Eaux douces. Par Annoutp Locarp. 
Sm. 8vo, pp. 352, avec figures. Paris: Bailliére et Fils. 


In ‘The Zoologist’ for 1891 (p. 239) we briefly noticed a 
volume by M. Locard on Oysters and Edible Molluses, which 
was issued in the series “ Bibliothéque Scientifique Contempo- 
raine.” In this series another volume by the same author has 
lately appeared on Fish and Fishing in fresh water. The book is 
in two parts; the first being devoted to descriptions of species, 
with figures of many of them; the second part dealing with the 
various methods employed for capturing them by means of hook 
and line, nets, trawls, baskets, pots, and other engines, together 
with descriptions of the various baits recommended. 

In the first part the classification adopted is that of M. Emile 
Blanchard in his larger and more important work, ‘ Les Poissons 
des Eaux douces de France.’ The descriptions are brief, but the 
author claims that they are sufficient to enable a recognition of 
each species, and the figures, which in many cases accompany the 
descriptions, are fairly characteristic. 

We do not find much that is new in this manual, and the last 
chapter on legislation is applicable only to France. It will 
doubtless serve the purpose for which it is intended as one of a 
series of instructive handbooks, but its utility would have been 
greater if the author had prepared an Introduction on Classi- 
fication, and furnished a good Index. It is true there is ‘a 
“Table des Matiéres” at the end of the volume, but this is 
insufficient when an uninformed reader desires information on a 
particular subject, and knows not where to look for it. 
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